Mediatization, along with globalization, individualization and commercialization, is placed among major social processes that change culture and communication. The article sets forth polemics in the European academic community as to this phenomenon's definition. It examines the key approaches to the study of mediatization in humanities and social sciences and traces development of mediatization from the analytical concept to the theoretical basis. The main emphasis is laid on the communication mediatization theory by Friedrich Krotz and its implementation in the "Mediatized worlds" projects.
The works published in 2009 by two authors -namely, a Norwegian researcher Knut Lundby (Lundby, 2009 ) and a British academician Sonia Livingstone (Livingstone, 2009) Re-consideration of the mediatization role from the viewpoint of Krotz theory can be found in nearly all relevant works of late years. Thus, in one of his recent articles, the British professor Nick Couldry analyzes main approaches to the mediatization studies and states therein that his starting-point for this new work "is the idea that mediatization is not a single transformative logic "within" media but a meta-category of social description that points to the changed dynamics and dimensionality of the (whole) social world in a media age" (Couldry, 2013, 6) .
The essence of the approach by Friedrich
Krotz to the mediatization phenomenon shall be examined in the third part of this work.
On the definition of mediatization
Active debate as to what should be meant by the term "mediatization" (Lundby, 2009; Hjarvard, 2004; Meyen, 2009; Schulz, 2004; Krotz, 2007; Hepp, , 2014 ) is based, above all, on the terminological question: is it mediatization, mediazation, medialization, or mediation? In the German-speaking academic discourse, terms "Mediatisierung", "Medialisierung" and "Vermittlung" are correspondingly disputed. Considering the intensity of academic debates, let us concentrate on this matter for a while.
North American academicians describe the mediatization phenomenon without actually using the term. In the Great Britain where studies of mediatization are being more and more actively conducted in cooperation with the European colleagues, two main trends can be noted. Some academicians give preference to the term "mediation", although they use it to signify the same transformations as "mediatization" (Silverstone, 2007; Couldry, 2008) . Others adhere to the expression "mediatization", which, in my opinion, is stipulated by this term's popularity in Scandinavian-and German-speaking academic community.
"Mediazation" by John B. Thompson (Thompson, 1995) should be mentioned separately, although content-wise it is close to the term "mediatization". Arguing on the connection between cultural changes and symbolic forms, J.B.Thompson means by "mediazation" such changes that have a clear institutional basis to support them, namely development of media organizations that have first emerged in the second half of the fifteenth century and have been developing their activity ever since (Thompson, 1995: 46 Thompson's ideas, but adheres to the term "mediation" as a conceptual means for understanding the society and culture transformation (Silverstone, 2005: 189) .
In his detailed contemplation of mediation in its relatedness to mediatization, Nick Couldry (Couldry, 2008: 376) admits that mediatization, as treated by Krotz, Schultz and Hjarvard, is targeting comprehension of various transformations of the social and cultural life.
Nevertheless, personally he tends to prefer the term "mediation" while interpreting it in the course of reasoning by R.Silverstone (Couldry, 2008) . In his later works, he elaborates once again that mediatization "is the term around which research within various national traditions about the widest consequences of media flows has come to converge: I will not recap here the debates that led to that terminological convergence. The real debate in any case is not about terminology, but about the type of explanation at which we are aiming" (Couldry, 2013: 4) .
In the introduction mentioned above, Sonia Livingstone substantiates her choice of "mediatization" with reasoning that "mediation" is "too broad a term, refereeing not only to the socially constitutive importance of media but also to other mediations -transport, money, narrative, and, the paradigmatic case, language" (Livingstone, 2009: X) .
Here she is seconded by Knut Lundby who also considers "mediation" too general a term.
On the other hand, "mediation", to Lundby's opinion, is a broader and more general concept applied to acts and processes of communication with technical media that meaning-wise is close to German "Vermittlung" (Lundby, 2009: 13) The active controversy over the terms was typical for the German-speaking academic community as well. The main consideration was given, above all, to two options -"Medialisierung"
and "Mediatisierung". Adepts of medialization are mostly researchers that deal with political communication (Donges, 2008; Meyen, 2009; Marcinkowski, Steiner, 2009; Schulz, 2011 Schulz, , 2013 The time period also depends on the notion of media and the study subject -that is, whether medialization is considered in the context of the entire humankind history span or just within the past few decades.
Regarding the choice between the two terms -mediatization and medializationMeyen adheres to the latter, the major reason being that "mediatization" has been long used in historical sciences with a different meaning.
He considers the opinion of Steinmauer who uses both these terms: ""Mediatisierung" für den "immer dichteren technischen Vernetzungsgrad" und "Medialisierung" für die "Kontaminierung der Gesellschaft mit Medieninhalten"" -being an extreme (Meyen, 2009: 26) . Mediatization here pushes medialization and "die Ausbreitung medientypischer Verhaltens-und Denkweisen"
forward (Steinmaurer, 2003: 107) .
In the opinion of yet another adherer to "Medialisierung", W.Schulz, medialization means various changes in politics and their consequences (Schulz, 2011: 19 (Schulz, 2011: 30) . This can be observed at both technical and content-wise level.
Nevertheless, Schulz prefers "medialization" and, (Schulz, 2011: 30 
Mediatization of communication and mediatized world
The works by F.Krotz concern, first of all, the observation of overall interrelation between the medial and communicative change, on one hand, and social and cultural changes, on the other hand. (Krotz, 2007: 30 
Kultur und Gesellschaft auf eine modifizierte
Weise" (Krotz, 2012: 46 (Hepp, 2011: 40) . Therefore, A.Hepp does not contrapose these notions as conflicting.
Turning to the ideas by J.Thompson, he points out that the mediatization process is more specific 
